ANIMADVERS1ONS on 4 Poſtcript to the 


Defence of Dr. Sherlock, againſt the Calm 


Diſcourſe of the Sober Enquirer : As alfo 
on the Letter to a Friend concerning that 


Poſtſcript. 


Magiſterial Grace and 
SE bas always un wr 


Narure i oY þ Aye He will (ys ſorude 
as to is Hypotheſis is the certain 

Truch of the Matier ; only he hopes that his 
pro Render will lo courrowy gram 


Dean wonld do vhe Enquirer a fingy- 


lar Favaur, -to let him be now and then of his 


Opinion; but char being nor graned, purs 

him a little our of remper; yet he quickly 
recovers himſelf, and when he has cur che 
Dean wich a birter Sarcaſm, p. 42, he gives 


—_— Parentheſis, an di- 
a healing {is, an Anony 


(+ this is the Caſe berween che Dean 
and the Enquirer : The.one deals rude and 
heavy Blows ; the other neatly offers dange- 
rous Thruſts. You may fancy them engaging 
he urn Aon in} gluon 
rain the Fight, 


Hic gladio fidens, bic acer & ardues haſt. 
In the firſt Page of che Poſtſcript, I meer 


with cheſe words, — I do not. intend to exa- 
mine che Book, nor approve or dil] m_ 


_ er he examin'd the Book, - thar noc 
neicker, I have againand nn 
Gerd hole Words, and perhaps ara 


ſpelr che juſt Senſe and Meaning of * ew, _ 
yer bur part of 'em; for why he ſhould dif- 
CEOS the Book, char I 
can't account himſelf. When 
he avows be didnor fn to approve the 
Book, AY a aa” 


iy 


(2) 


ly and Literatlyrrae ir never came into his 
Head, to ſer- his Seal ro any thing of Mr. 
H—w's drawing up. And when he ſays, he 
did not imrend to ditapprove it, that is Rhero- 
rically and Figuracively true : for by the Ft- 
gure call'd Apophaſis, a Man denies ro do 
or ſay thar which he ſays moſt cmphari- 
cally, and does moſt induſtriouſly, Having 
now ſaid thus much,, why may notl be al- 
low'd ro guels at the Reaſon, why the Dean 
profeſs'd, that he intended not to ve or- 
diſapprove Mr. Xs Book : poſhbly 1c mighr 
be chis 3 He can patiently endure any Hypo- 
"theſis, to make good the Trinunity, except. 
ir. be ſuch a ſawcy one, as ers ic {elf up 10 
competition wich his, and would impudent- 
ly rake place cf it. Now betrer the Article be 
Joſt, than that the Man, who lights the Dean's 
Undertaking, ſhould fave ir, or thar- the 


. preſerving 

of a piriful Diſſenter, 4 
The Poſtſcripe affirms, ther td the En- 
anb'er does not in every particular ſay, what the 


iofinite Minds, that My, H. ſays as plainly, and 
is more obnoxious Terms, Whart a lamenrable 
Argument is this ? Will Mr. F's broad Tri- 
theMſtical Diſcourſe evince ther Mr. Dean has 
not wade juſt ſuch another ?- Will Clodins's 
Lewdnefs. abſolve all the wild Gallarrs 10 
Rome ? He that ſers vp three Gcds, and rhere- 
by ſhews what lictle Reverence he has for the 
vne true God, though he may chance to find 
others, who preach and print as perverſly as 
thimſclf, is nevertheleſs a Tritheiſt ; rheir 
running into the ſame wicked Error, will 
nor at all excuſe-him. Again, it is ro be 
nored, that the Dean in charging Mr, X. to 
have uſed more obnoxious Terms than him- 
ſelf, . [he means more liable ro be under- 
ſtood, as implying three Gods ] does grant 


chac he himſelf has uſed obnoxious Terms 3- 


Terms implying three Gods 3- then is he 
more-to be blamed-than Mr. H—w+# bes 


-« wichſtandi 


cauſe, though” he be an unlucky Tricheift,” 
yer does not ſeem to know itz but the Dean 
ofeſſes ro know the bad Conſequence of 

obnoxious Terms, and yer is not aſha- 
med to uſe them. 

The Dean has briefly and fairly recount- 
ed what Manner of Repreſentation Mr. X, 
has: given of a Trinity in the Godhead, 
which may be yet more briefly ſer down 
thus; — ** God can unire ewo Spirics in 
& as cloſe an Union as Soul and Body, which 
« after cheir Union fhall remain diſtin- 
« guiſh'd by their own individual Eſſences, 
« and diſtin by their fingular Efſences; and 
© if he -can- thus 'unite Two, then Three 
*-and if Three, then it muſt be granted 
* poſhlible, that Three external uncreared 
« Spirics may be unired in the Godhead, 
« retaining cheir ſeveral Diſtin&ions, not- 
the cloſe and numerical U- 
«<-rjion, F , — the Union of the Divine 
<«-and Humane Nature in one Perſon, is noe 
< more conceivable, nor poffible, chan che 
« Union of chree diſtint-Efſences, or wdi- 
« vidual Natures in the Godhead. 

Now is Mr. Dean, in the Malice of his 
Hearr, for ſending Mr. H-—w to Dr. 


. £0 know of him if this be nor Tritheiſm : - 


Bur for my part, if 1 were to die for't, I 
could find no Difference. berween them. 
Three diſtin& Minds or Spirits, and Three 
diſtin *Efſences or Natures, with all the 
Perftettions of rhe Godhead in all and every 
che Deen Þ pleated 1s hs (hooking: Yer 

Dean 1s pleaſed ro fa upan 
Mr, H. as a convicted Tritixift, without a- 
word to offer for his Hypotheſis] that the 
Animadvetter charges him (the Dean) wich 
Tricheiſm only by conſequence, Bleſs us! 
how would he be charged ? He has had the 
Luck hitherto, and I hope will have the 
Wit hereafter, to forbear the aſſerting in- 

in Terms, that there be Three Gods ; bur 


charges him with Self-comradiQion, be 
wo know what & 


li; :—ks pol 
rs Connddiapn V iadic. of This. pa 4. 
His Second Rule is Regula confers, on the 


tentions 3 boch which he follows with this 
one Reſolution, notto be damn'd alone, ge 


Rherorical [n{inuation; and 
when he has made his Adverſaries Opinion 
as his own, he thinks him- 
; may nor he have the luck 
be chought ia che Right, when they char 
oppoſe him cannct mend the Matter ? Thus 
-—-tb cells him, that Three di- 
ſtin& Minds are Three diſtin& Subſtances; 
he replies, thac according to the received 
Definition of a Perſon, [ which is, Subſtantic 
individaa nature rational) Three Perſons 
are Three diſtin Subſtarces ; and ler the 


Dog to Dr. 9-—th; Dy. p. 39. He does 
give 


Myſtery. ocherwiſe chan he does: If (faith 
diſtin& Perſon inthe Trinicy, be 
infiniee crernal Mind, there's 


alſo, and we ſhall have nothing left bur a 
Frinity of Modes, Poſtures, Names. Def. p.8. 


His Third Rule i is Regs's priſone, or the 


Roodoymn togeret: rey 
ty, nothing bur a fainc Reſernblance or two 
of irs he ſays that the proper and natural 
of Words cannot reach the My- 
men 49> rar gy rrepe#q = pan 

may repreſene ir; Def. p. 
the Triziry, rhey muſt be fore'd to ec im- 
RET in unnatural Significations : 

y Ys nor only ciinguilh, bes 


nity, 
Diſtin&zon, and not of 5 Seraiiin, 3.e. in 
a ſenſlc& Senſe, in a Senſe-whereof we have 
ne Idea, ipan impoſiible Senſe, or to ſpeak 
mnt er A Trinuzicy, in the 
pI= Significacion ob Worels, is a Figment ; 
improper, an _—_ of Fajch, Bur 

now 


”0 


3- and ro - 
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now mou con) 'Maſtrt to diſguiſe all, perhaps 
"wis ey igment, nor Arti 


of my v4 for 
in his V, 


at, of the Trbait, —_ 
ſes, ws he neither underſtands, nor _ 
prehends the thing whereof he ſpeaks : and 
xt he don't, no Body elſe does, that's cer- 
rain; fo then 'cis to no purpoſe ro diſpute 
the Controverſy, but *cis- dire madneſs to 
fault his Explication. 


Bis Fourth Rulc, is Regula Meiſter, or 
the Rule of Extenuation, and leſſening the 
Matter, when it looks —_— and like an 
overgrown Monſter, Thus: he pleads, ow 
His new Divicicy may not diſguſt his Read 
Cuſtom indeed has not made the Form- of 
his Ex Orthodox, but they have no 
Hererical Senſe in chem, Again, Tho the 
living Image is the ſame Man with the Pro- 
rotype z yer *cis no mortal Sin againſt Logic, 
and common Senſe, to fay thata Man, and 
his living Image, are ewo diftint Men, 
Def. Þ. 31s 


ths Fifch Rule, is Regula Suppeſtorum, or 
the Rule of purring Caſes ; nor ſuch as the 


_ * Gentlemen of che Timple pur, which have 


happen'd, and may do ſo again, bur of pur- 
cing Caſes which never did, never can hap- 
pen, This 1s a ſingular Rule, and of. infi- 
vice uſe : for let him coin a Notion, hke 
which there is nothing in all Nature, ſuch as 
che natural Uniry of mutual Conſciouſneſs 3 
why, *cis bur ſuppoſing ani Caſe, 
and the airy Notion 15 as ca _—_ gone 


co your Mind as. you.could 

0 the wonderful fire of an impoliv 
Caſe ſuppos'd, to convey the erue 

of de mt oh henſible Myſtery to the the Min 


of a Man! Again thus, He es a Man, 
with a living ſubſtancial perte& Image of 
himſelf; which living ial .peric&. 


as himſelf; rho ſomerimes perhaps they 
may be rwo Men, 3. e when chey don'c a- 
, gee. Dif. p31. Once more, He ſuppoſes 


* Beaſt robe a Perſon z nor. tr 


the Expreſſion proper, bat ae by way of 
Allufion, and Accommodation, the berrer co 
repreſent the Union of Two Natures ing 
One Perſon, which are Two Perſons, of 
ſomething as like Two Perſons, as their Na- 
rures wilt permit them, when they ſubfiſt a- 
part. Def. p. 46. Wharif 1 ſhould pur at 
idle Caſe, Had 1 rhisMan's Deanery, could 
not I calk as wiſely ? 


His Sixth Rule, is Reguls Tenebrarum, or 
the Rule of darkning che Matter, Thus 
having ofren granted, chart the whole Divine 
Eſſence was m the Father, and in the Son, 
avd in the Holy Ghoſt ; ro prevent the 
Conſequence, thar then there are Three 
Divine Eſſences, he carefully diſtinguiſhes 
and tells his Reader, that the whole Divine 
Eſſence ſubſiſts thrice, not Bar riplying, 
but by repeating ir ſelf. 's a Vall 
thrown over the Matter now 3 and where's 
the Man that has that Eagle's, or Epidauri- 
an Serpent's Eye as to Me through ic? 
— all, 1 Tgkd with, that he had for- 
bore this DiſtinRion, for hence may ariſe a 


——_— Queſtion, which c_— give Poſtericy 


a _ mu 
nn hs yay ie Be Intemperance. 


Lying, may be laid ro mulciply 2X 
oe whether all is but ove Faul 

ivg ofrer-by frequent repetition ? 

He has darkning 'Diain&ions, ſome 
in common with his Tninirarian Friends and.- 
Enemies, {uch as Creation, Generation, Pro- 
ceſſon 3 'other peculiar ro himſelf, ſuch as 
'ris one to confider a Perſon diſtin&ly 
and by himſelf, another ro conſider him ſe- 
parately'and apart : but for a thick cloudy 
one, you ſhall not meer with one more ſer- 
viceable than this, The Divine Nature is- 


one individual Nature; but not. one fingle 
Image of himſelf, js bur che very ſame Man. 


Narure, Def. p. 18; 


Fcome now'to his laſt Rule, which indeed. 

—_ hrs wa REES 
y, one might 1magine It was 

main Rule: confider _ CO 


plain that ir is 
Rule of his z but conſider ic diſtin&ly, 
you'l find that jr is a Rule to him, ay, and 
that more 2 words could not have 


from the reſt, and it is 


Z 


t et on to repreſent it, for ir is 
call'd Reguia obliviſcentie, or rhe Rule of For- 
gerfulneſs. By this Rule, wichour blyſhing, 
he cells Dr. S—tb, chat three diſtin-Minds, 
are three diſtin chioking Beings, pot three 
diſtin& Subſtances ; Def. p. 8y. tho p. 19. 
he had diſputed againſt che Being of but one 
_ Divine Narure in the Godhead, quored 

conſented with Viftorinus Aſer, that 'cis 
not lawful ro ſay there is but one Subſtance, 
Thus alſo, p, 26. he ſays, that he does pre- 
feſſedly teach, thar each of-che three Per- 
ſons has entirely all che Perfe&tions of the 
Divine Nature, Divine Wiſdom, Power and 
Govdneſs ; and rherefore cach of them is 
an eternal infinire Mind, diftin& from cach 
other : rho he had faid, p. 26. that neither 
—_ nor Holy Ghoſt, was poll abſoluce, 
com independent God z- and yet one 
would think, the Perſon that has all the Per- 
ſeRions of the Godhead, ſhonld be a perfe& 
God. *"Twere eaſy. co give more-I 
of his praftice of the Rule of Forgerfulne(s; 
bur _ not foreſtal Dr. S—th, I only take 
leave to , that ir is a very ſhameful 
PraRice, and not to be indur'd in any Man 
bur the Dean; but in him. it may be indur'd, 
becauſe he can ſhade is by the Rule of Dark- 


neſs, Rule the Sixth 3 - or alrer the Looks of 


ir, by che Rule of Diſguiſe, Rule che Third ; 
or throw the diſgrace of it upon his Ad-- 
verſaries, . by the Rule of Company, or Re- 
crimination, Rule the 3 or prove ir 
no ſhameful Practice, by the Rule of pucting 
Caſes, Rule the Fifth; or rake off from the 
Odiouſaeſs of ir, by the Rule of Extenuati- 

Rule the F : and if none of all theſe 
help him in his Diſtreſs, he has his firſt 
Rule, che Rule of Aſſurance, - which is, 9Le- 
aaxer ogy; by which he will ourface the 
Matter, is re mala, animo fi ntare bono, quvat, 
ut nibil ſuprd. Bur after all cheſe helpful- 
Rules of his Ecclefiaſtical-Polity Common» 


place-Book, as a Friend, [ would adviſc him.- 


toes the Words of our Lord Feſus Civil, and 
to the Dofrine whicl is according to Godiineſs : 
Kt is proud, knowing , but doting about 
Queſtions and ſijes of. Words, where comets 
Envy, Strije, Railings, evil Surmiſiags. Ei 
Ts *Tre3diJarygae X; un aero amet V3 
aiyear Moovis THis Te Kveis nuws nog X215%, 
%; 9 val woifercs Nd2713) ig, Tin qonuy 
uni cings fr, dX4 vorwr mer Cutii 
THis Ky Nog0H42 ety 5 Gr MysT24 pIwC, 
bers, GARGONMIdL: Vaornrnc myRcgs. Upon 
the word a29mway lag, Strife of Words, E- 
raſmus notes, quod Interpres Grecus dixtrit guts 
ous Ao» Tuey, Which, bur for the tried and 
known Loyalry-and Orthodoxy of rhe Dean, [ 
would render (cditious Reaſonings, 


To rerarn from this long Digrefimon, if 
ſuch is bez for chough ic is off from the: 
Poſiſcript, - yer net alcogerther- beſide the 
Matter. The Dean juſtly and truly ob-- 
ſerves, that Mr. H--w's Three Spirits, and- 
Eſſences, and Individual Natures, which- 
make up the Uniry of the Godhead, as he: 
has repreſented ir, do nor ſeem to be Infi-- 
nice : for, that which Three become by be-- 
ig uniced, nor any one of them can be ſup- 
pos'd ro be, confider'd by himſelf: -If each 
cannot-be confider'd by himſelh, then che- 


Three cannot be diſtinguiſh'd ; if each can* 


be confider'd-by hi » each muſt- be con-- 
ſider'd as not wholly the ſame wirk all rhe 


Three in Union, Bur the Dean forgerfully, , 
and ugrruly ſays, that heallows bur One Di-- 
vine Effence, and- One individual Nature 3- 


for, [not ro rake nocice of that piriful Non- 
ſenſe, One Divine Nature re mn Three- 


his Se he has theſe expreſs words, 
Th oe no Divine Subſtance, or Eſſence, 
;/tiafs from the three Divine Perſoxs, 


the Eſſexce makes the Perſon. Whar he mean3- 

by the Efſence makes the Perſon, 1 do nor- 

well know ; bur'ris moſt manifeſt, that if a- 

Divine -Edcace, and a Divine - Perſon, _—_ 
r 


=_ —_— — 
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the ſame withour diſtinRtion, that then there 
are as many Effences as Perſons, and Per- 
ſons as Eſſences, nor more nor lefs. - In my 
mind, Three Divine Eſſences, are roo ma- 
ny by two; he had berrer loſe rwo Perſons, 
than be overſtor'd with Divine Efſences ; 
for one Divine Eſſence, and one Divine 
Perſon, is enough for any truly honeſt and 
religious Man. 

When the Dean declares, that ro own 
Three Efſerces, and Three individual Na- 
tures in the Godhead, withour making 
Thrce Gods, ſeems to have ſome Difhcul- 
ry : methinks he ſeems to fear, that che 
ſame may be ſaid of his Three Minds. Bur 
as I have above nored, Three fingle Efſen- 
ces he can admir of, and they will go for 
Thrce individual Eilences, with any Man 
that has a chinkivg Mind, and no myſterious 
B3-cauſe to ſerve. 

Mr. H— w having ſaid, in his Sober Enquiry, 
that the Dean's Hypotheſis lefr our the very 
Nexus, that ſhould unite the Three Perſons, 
and chat murual Conſciouſneſs berween Two 
ar Three Spirits, - will nor conſtirure them 
- one Thing, The Dean anſwers him with 
ſtudied RgſpeR ro his Rule of Diſewſt ; Mu- 
tual Conſciouſneſs ( ſays he ) is not a Mutual 
T*fprftion, or Inſight mto one another, but 4 
feeling each other .in themſelvts, Bur for my 
part, I hate a Diſguiſe; and therefore I 
will make as bold with him, as he with the 
Unirarians 3 and if he will not give me 
leave, I will cake leave ro pull it off, 

Mutual Corſciouſteſs ( fays he) is nor a 
Mutual Perſpe&ion, or Intighr into another, 
but a Feeling each other in themſelves. 
Now I will prove, that it is both a Seeing, 
and Feeling, nay, and a knowing roo each 
cther in themſelves. Def. p. 73+ ©* Perſons 
& eflenrially one by Mutual Conſciouſneis, 
« do fre, and know, and feel each other 
« in themſelves, as every fingle indivi- 
«* dual Mind feels jrs own Thoughts and 
* Paſſions. If the Lean will except againſt 
this Author, there's an End of my Argu- 
ment ; bur, 1 think, he has more Venera- 
tien tor lim chan fo, Now by this which 1 


have here obſerv'd, I do ſee, and and 
know, that the Deatt's ſtudy is nor to 

an Anſwer to his Adverſary's Objeftion, a- 
greeable ro his firſt Explanation of his bar- 
barous Terms ; bur ro ſay whatis neceſſa- 
ry to be ſaid, for the putring by a preſſing 
unmannerly Obje&tion, wherher ir agree 
with his Explanation or not, And then a- 
gain it is worth noring, he is pleaſed to call, 
a Feeling tach other in themſelves, (by which 
he defines Mutual Conſciouſneſs?) an inter- 
nal vital Senſation. Now ation will 
rake 1n Srring, as well as Feeling; and then 
Murual Conſciouſneſs, if he keeps to the let- 
rer, will be Knewing each orher in them- 
ſelves. In ſhort, Seeing, Feeling, Knowing 
each other in themſelves, are Forms of ex- 
prefling, which he uſcs promiſcuouſly 3 noe 
very Orchodox indeed, but there is no He- 
—_— op ns] no Senſe ar all 
that I know of: as he complements 
Dr. S—th, they are Giph-Cant, Hold, I cry 
him Mercy, for Gipſies underſtand one ano- 
ther's Gibberiſh. His not very Orthodox Ex- 
preſſions, ray perhaps be berrer call'd Roſy- 
crucian Cant 3 for that rious Order of 
Philoſophers, are the Perſons char I 
know of, befides our Trichesſts, wha 
uſe Words wichour apy intelligible mean» 
ing. 
Mutual Conſciouſneſs, is really nothing 
oo a ſhameful mwetkle rhe ww Fg 
culry in purting im BO in 
were nor difficukt to ſe ; but his way is, 
to eaſe his Adverſary of that Labour, _ do 
ic himſelf, His Self-Conſciouſuels' refures 
his Mutual Conſciouſneſs, 5. te. if he has de- 
fin'd them arighr 3 for how ſhould he, that 
by Self-Conſciouſneſs feels himſelf ro be 
lumfelf, by Mutual-Conſciouſneſs, fee} him- 
ſelf ro be ſome Body elſe? Iris rue, an 
intelligible Senſe of rheſe words may be gi- 
ven : As thus, Iam conſcious ro my ſelf of 
what I think, ſay, or do 3 and what known 
tomeand my Friend, of that we two are 
murually conſcious : Bur rhe Dean never 
underſtands words in their proper and ne- 
rural fignification, is never conrented, = 


a. 


Bur he is ſure that Mr. #—w can never 
form any Notion of the Union of Spiritual 
Eſſences, without Mutual Conſctouſne6. Ic 
muſt be his Prejudice then thar hinders 
him, for Spirirual Eſſences may be united 


by Conſenc ;- bur that's not che Union he 


Man 5- and by the Linion of the Divine 
and Humane Nature, which are faid co make 
one Chriſt. Now he cririciſes, and affirms 
theſe to be Perſonal Unions, | meaning Uni- 
ons of divers things, which make one Per- 
ſon} but cannot be che Uniry of the God- 
head, in which chere is a Tripicy of dt- 
Ain Perſons. 1 know no inconvenience of 
that Soul and Bady make up one thing, call'd 
Man; nor know I what Mr. #-w can get 
by ic, for neither of the rwo (ingly 1s Man 3 
or if each of chem ſingly is {, cogerher 
they muſt make up a double Man : Which 
was the Fancy of the filly Indian in Zoby 
Dreyden's Play. 


I kill d a double Man, the one half lay 
Upon the Ground, tht other ren away. 


But the Dean rejze&s-cheſe Unions, (he 
fays) becauſe they are nor the Unions of 
diſtin& Perſons. Bur char is nor fair, for he 
himſelf has confeſs'd, way, _ again, = 
chere is nothing in Nature like ce Per- 
ſons in One Godhead : And I muſt cake leave 
to tell him, char-if- chere were, Mr. H—w- 
is as like to find ic as he : Bur ſince there 3s 
nx, 'they maſt c'en- þoch be concen with 


Mr. H—w's Unity of the Godhead is 
fuch, and no other, than the Dean ſpeaks 
it 5 ſuch 2n Union of Three Spiritual Be- 
ings, and Individual Natures, as together 
{ which is fairly call'd, by Compottios] 
conſticure the Godhead, Agairſt this No- 
rion, he ſays ſome things weakly ; thoſe che 
Lerrer rakes notice of, and perhaps I may 
alſo ſpend my Verdi on them there : other 
things he ſays well, and with ſound Reaſon, 
bur1n chem he is moſt unlucky; for inſtead 
of Three Spiricual Beings, Tixrec Individual 


Natures, read Three Minds;- cr Perſons ; - 


and his Ar copclude equally againſt 
his own Hypotheſis. In ſhorr, what he ſays 
well, comes eo this 3 If all Three are bur 
One God, thea not any One by himſclf is 
that One God : and this he ſays Mr. H—w 
has own'd, p. 47- and I thick his words 
come near ic, which are theſe; When you 
predicate Godbead of any One of the Perſons, you 
expreſs an 1 Conciption of God. 
Bye to prove hi a founder Trinjcarian, 
he ſays that he owns, and that none are Or- 
thodox Chriſtians but they who own ſo roo, 
that the Father has che whole encire Divint- 
ty in himſelf, that the ſame ſubſiſts in the 
Son, . the ſame in the Holy Ghoſt ; that cach 
by himſelf in the moſt proper adequare 
Conception, is true and- perfet God, tho' 
all Three are bur One 
which does plainly and undeniably prove, 
that the Dean, and all his Orchodox Chriſti- 
ans do believe, that the Father, Son, and 
Holy Ghoſt, arc One and Three, in one and 


che ſame God 


che ſame reſpe&. For that Godhead, which - 


by them is predicated of every of the Three 
or jg that very Godhead js predicated 

the whole Three copjundtly, , 
The Dean ſays, that Mir. #—'s Notion 
Sicher the Scriprures, nor the Anticor 
Chusch, 


LL 


the Godhead, is ſuch, that - 


” 2 
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Church know any thing of ir. I am of che 
Mind, chat the Scriptures know as much of 
the Hypotheſis of one bf rhem, as of that of 
ahe other : and as for the Antiene Church, 
avho can cell what he means by ir? the Fa- 
thers beyond the acknowledg'd Rules of 
good Life, neicher agree with one another, 
nor any one with himſelf ; bur I gueſs his 
Antient Church ro be made up of rhoſe par» 
ricular Doftors whom he judges to have 
,ralk'd his Way, though 1 won't ſware bur 
they may have drop'd a word or-two in fa- 
vour of Mr, H—w's Divine Compoſi- 
t1on. 

Where any late Socinian Writers have de- 
{<lar'd rhemſclves willing ro compound his 
Diſpure of a Trinity of Divine Perſons, for 
the Three Arrributes of Power, Wiſdom and 
.Goodneſs, | know nor. | beg the Dean's pardon 
if I wrong him, when 1 believe he wrongs 
them: for 1 obſerve that they have nored 
that chere are other as eſſential Artribures 
of God, as the Three mention'd, wiz. Trath, 
and 7ultice, and ſo the Myſtery will conſiſt of 
five Parts; and that is two morethan it did, 
when it had-rwo roo-many. And then if any 


of the Trinjrarians make but an Arcribute of . fu 


the H. Ghoſt, yer they all do and muſt allow 
.Jeſus Chriſt ro be a Perſon, and they all do 
affirm him ro be one, and rhe ſame God with 
the Father, which 1 am very ſure che Soci- 
Bians will by no mears agree to. Indeed when 


the Trinjrarians explain the Trinity, by cal 
ling God as the Creator, Father ; þ- +0 
deemer, Son ; as SanRtifier, che Holy Ghoſt ; 
the Socinians ſay, for Peace ſake rhey can en- 
dure-rhis 3 bur chen they alſo ſay, 'ris a harſh 
from the Queſtion: for ſuppoſe char foe 
t 10n: for ſuppoſe that ſome 
Tear cou ur il 
Deiry of yet are a)] per» 
tinacioufly zealous for this impoſſible Piece 
of the Myſtery, that Jeſus Chriſt is one and 
COT _— ne rem and 
r they may ps fomerimes 
think good to ſhelter themſelves under the 
Profeflion of One God, for various Reaſons 
variouſly denominated,yer they cannot come 
che Controverſy abour Three Perſons, 
Three Actribures. Jeſus Chriſt is a Perſon, 
and I chink they all-make him one in the Tri- 
nity ; and they may as well make chree Per- 
ſons to be one God as two, and as well ſome 
COIIIOEIY 
Dean egregioully miſtakes one thi 
viz, chat the Socimians are afraid of the Hy- 
porheſis of Three Divine Perſons, cach of 
which is God : -bur I will afſure-him *cis no 


—_— Li ki * V 


On Mr. H:-w's Letter in reply to the Poſtſcript. 


Nec  quenquam jam ferre poteſt Ceſarve priorem, 
Pompeiuſue parem. — —— 


tro ſhare Empire berween them, 
they might have manag'd Rome, and 
the World as they pleas'd : but Pompey proud 
of his carly Fame, and long Proſperity, 


(7's Ceſar and Pompey have agreed 


would -needs be uppermoſt, while -Ceſar's 
Succeſs againſt che Gauls prompred/ him to 
endure no Superiour : fo vided their 
Intereſts ; the Event was, Ceſar was too hard 
for Pompey by his Valour, a 


— 


by their Treachery too hard for Ce- 
4Y. 

would Mr. H—w, and Dean Sherlock a- 
gree to ſhare the Honour of explaining the 
myſterious Do&rine of the Trinity berween 
them, it would be a great ſtroke rowards 
perſwading Church-men and Diſſenters to 
Orthodox Tritheiſm ; bur as ill-luck will 
have it, to the Prejudice of every Diotre- 
pbes, whether of —_— —_ _ 
Dean is pertinacious for his Hy there 
"muſt be Three diftin® Minds in one Numerical 
Godbead, or no Trinity: and Mr. K—w, that 
could be contened ro have his Scheme ad- 
mirred as'poſſible, cannot endure to have ir 
ſer by, as Hereſy. So they expoſe one ano- 
ther to the ſcolfing Theiſts, and 
Atheiſts, ro the Scandal of weak, and to the 
Conempt of wiſe and good Men. This ap- 
pears on the Dean's part from what ] have 
ſaid in my Examination of his Poſtſcript, and 
will appear from what I have to ſay on Mr, 
H-—w's Letter. Mr, H—wreduces the Diſ- 


- Whether the 


their Senſe on borh Sides is equally Abſurd 
and Tritheiſtical, 
Three Minds and Spirirs, Three Eſſences 
and individual Natures ; if every of them is 
ſuppor'd ro have all Divine Perfe&ions, e- 
very of them is ſuppos'd ro be a True God, 
EIT cred 
the ſame ist rwo | 
Wrirers, only varigated with differentTerms 
of Art, They catch, and cavil at one anorher, 
for ſome lirtle By-fayings or Omiffions, bur 
rerurn not one wiſe word to the plain Argu- 
ments wherewirh they condemn one another 


| They are mutually ſelf-conſcious of their 
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Pagan Error, and chat ſuppreſſes the Pride of 
their Hearrs: ſo when they fain would raiſe 
their Voices ro a triumphal 7s, all-they can 
reach is, 1 will indicate Three Mind's from being 
Three Gods, as will as you Three Natures; ad 
I will aſſert Three Natwres to be but One God, 4s 
well as you Three Minds, Eefore [ read Mr, 
H-—w's Letter, 1 could not have imagin'd 
that he would have rivall'd his infolent Ad- 
verſary in this weak Abſurdiry; bur I ſee an 
indefenfible Cauſe will ſhame a Man of excel- 
lent Parrs, and high Provocation pur a calm 
Enquirer beſide his Temper: For thus, p. 
the 7th, Mr. H—w, denying the Charge of 

expreſly ſaid, and exrenuating his 
having implied, that the ſacred Three arc 
Three diſtin&t Subſtances, is conrenc wich 
this ſorry Reply 3 — There is ſomewhat move 
conſiderable in the Notion of Subſt 1»ce, according 
whereto, if the Dean can malt 2 ſhift to av3id the 
having of any inconvenient thing prov'd upon bim 
by conſequence, Thope the Enquirty may find a Wa? 
to eſcape as well, 

Mr. H—w never roſe above hoping weil 
of his Hypotheſis: here he ſeems to deſpair, 
and the myſterious Article may go where ic 
will, if his Honour be bur as ſafe as the Dean's: 
Indeed ir is a reaſonable Defire ro eſcape bur 
as well as the Dean, and ir is ill luck if he does 
not; yet I believe he is nor like to eſcape 
much berrer neither. 

The Dean in hisSelf-defence takes the Con- 
fidence to affirm, that he allows bur one Di- 
vine Efence, one Individual Nature in the 
mrs v7 Mr. H—w is content ro intimate, 
thar he believes the Dean has ſaid the contra- 
> Bias Vindicationz I am ſure on'r, and 

make bold to point ro one notorious 
Place, it is p. 47. there he teaches, thar the 
Divine Perſons are ſubſtantial Brings ; and that if 
each Perſon be God, #ach Paſſon bas a teal Bing, « 
real Nature and Eſſence of his own. This is e- 
nough a conſcience ; Three diſtin& Perſons 
with cach his real Nature, muſt needs make 
Three real Natures ; and if cach Perſon is 
God, each Nature is God | for *cis the intel- 
ligeng..Natufe- which confticures the Per- 
ſon] and then there be —__ 

B whi 
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whith tree Natures are three Gods, 

To the Dean profeffing ro own bur one 
Divine Effence, Mr. H—w ſlightly objedts, 
ehar che contrary appears from his Hyper- 
metaphyfical Fancy, upon that Paſlage 3 
— The Son is the expreſs Image of bis Father : for 
the Dean deſcanrs thar rhe Image, and the 
Procorype muſt be diſtin, and rwo in num- 
ber; and he illuſtrares ir, by the Similicude 
of the Man, and his living FTmage, which muſt 
needs make rwo Men, if there be ſuch a thing 
aa living [mage of a Man; and it there be 
mor, who can help it? *cis no faulr of his: 
And after all, may not an impofſible Suppo- 
Grion (to uſe Mr. H—w's Phraſe), though 
& does not come to the Marrer, yer ſerve to 
free our Minds, and diſentangle them from being 
wider 4 neeeſſ3ty to conceive things to be, 4 
fuck « manutr, as will be found to differ nothi 
from Socinian Hereſy ? Burt enough of the Dean's 
nauſcous Nonſenfical Meraphy ſicks. 

Mr. X——w ſpares the Dean —_— Di- 
ſiin&ion berween one individual , and 
one fingle Nature, only throws him one 
Pun to confound him ; it rhe Divine Nature 
be not a fingle Nature, it muſt be a double, a 


triple, &c. and then concludes fairly, chat 


the Dean has afſerted Three Divine Natures, 
unleſs all ordinary forms of Speech muſt be 
abandon'd and forſaken : and 1 wHl be bound 
20 diſpute this Cauſe with eirher of them z; 
ay, and ler them change the ordinary forms 
of Speech, (of which the one is —_— 
the other) provided rhey will ' 
gew Forms, and in their Diſcourfe keep to 
their own Definktions, 

As Mr. H—1 tells the Dean, tf the Divine 
Narure is not a fingle, then 'r1s a double, e+e, 
& 1 rell him, if the Divine Nature is nor fim- 
ple, it is compound, and fo che Dean and he 
may ſhake Hands. Bur Me. #— wdefires ir 
may be noted, thar there is rhis'grear Diffe- 
rence berween him and che Dean : The Dean 


peaks potirively, d ically and ; 
x owns 4 Mr. pry propa roger, 
m—_— ible, not certain 
words had been better omitted} 5 and 
we way, for him.ro cndeayour to prove 


Ayporhefis poffible, is to ſuppole ir uncee. 
rain. Well, "cis granted, there is ſuch a 
ſort of Difference berween him and the 
Dean 3 Mr. H-—w has a Paſſion for the Arti. 
cle, Mr. Dean for his Expoſition of it ; Mr. 
H—w- does what he can to make out the 
Marrer, he would give any thing it were 
made out 3 ay, though it were by his Ad- 
verſary, he hopes it mite madeans 
he is afraid nat by himſelf: but the Dean 
potarvely alive, thar the Dodtrine is plain- 
y true after his particular Manner z and he 
ridicules alt his Brethren, who, being equal- 
Ave: bh Cana Trp ah wi any 
orr a Trinity of Theee 
warp may" » _ 

13. Mr. H—w comes to examine, whe- 
ther the Dean has ſaid as much for the (al- 
hoaquies: eaten Rk 

ulcer : I 
ehe Dean has faid is Marual-confctouſnete 


by 


bar what he ſuppoſes againſt its Sufficicncy 
to ſalve the Unity of the Godhead, is as 
weak as the Dean could wiſh. 


Three intelligent Perſons (as Nr. #. 
$a) maſt be pre-unized = 
ve 


Perſons in the Trinity etervally unized, and 
ere Self-conſcious 3. thae indeed is as 
wild a, Suppoſal, as a Viſionair can make : 
but rhe is w'd to i 


CORES LIE to argue well + 
them, 
Mucual-conſciouſnels will never come 
to do ſervice, and credic the Trinitariars 
common Dream of Eſſencial Union : for 


ſo ſenſleſly dull, as ro oblige him ro dic in 
che Dean's Debt ; 
but in the next Line he ſtabs him wich a 


pray 


FRFES 


þ 


4 
I; 


: 
1 


nor ? Why, 

md Tow : ming, 
Sauer , an 

he Don: his Mutual Com 

(ciouſpek,, as 7bt 3 necetls- 

cy, ceerual lum che 


red Spirus, 
The Dean, as I have above noted, 


am 2 ſtander by will ſe fair Play. 
Ir ſeems che Dean had objedted, thar che 
the Unity of che God- 


char _—— ro Reaſon, diſcours'd more 


has told 


us tha the proper and natural Significar 
of Words,will not reach che diyſiery : Then 


ion, 

being comment to let words go for whet 
In uy oy 

MNyfterics. 

And ds. H--w has once and again cau- 
nan's us to forvear dererminining wha is, 
or & age in God, beyand what God hack 
B 2 plaialy 
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plainly told vs in his Word, or made our 
own Faculrics plainly tell us: Yer does this 
Man labour ro perſwade us, that Three Per- 
ſons, Three Natures may be in God, tho 
nor God, nor cur Facukies have plainly 
rold us ſo, by ſuppoficions of things, which 
he himſelf chinks only poſſible, dares nor 
ſay are ' Actual and Real; and if they were 
not only Poſſible, bur Acual and Real, arc 
yer canfefiedly below rhe Matter, not able 
to repreſent it, much leſs ro prove it. But 
after all, his grand Suppoſicton is as impoſ- 
ſible as any of the Dean's, who allows him- 
ſelf ro ſuppoſe whar neither 15, nor can be, 
when Reaſon fails him to credir his Fancies ; 
for a Spirit, and a Spirit, and a Spirit, eve- 
ry one diſtia&, cannot poſſibly become bur 
one Spirir, if he means by Spirit the ſame 
thing all along; but if he rakes the Subject, 
in this Enunciation, in the proper and natu- 
ral {ignification of the Word, and the Pre- 
dicate in the improper, unnatural, Theolo- 
gical Signification, then I confeſs Three may 
te as few, One may be as many as he 
pleaſes. I have heard, in Table-talk, (1 
cannot ſay have read) that the late famous 


Dr. More, makes it part of the Definition of - 


Religion, rhat it be comperently obſcure ; 
let Mr..//—w and the Dean alone for mak- 
ing good this part of the Definition; if 
rhey have nor (by their Spirits and Minds, 
Sclt and Mutual Conſcious, by their Three, 
diſtin, wichour ſeparation 3 their One, indi 
vidual, withour ſingularity 3 by their Efſen- 
ces and Natures, coexiſtenc in one Efſence 
or Nature, while each of che Coexiſtents is 
that ſelf-ſame One, which all of the Coexi- 
ſtents are rogerther, by their Stare of Real 
and Vital Union, with continuing Diſtin- 
on 3) made jr. obſcure then I 
know not, what thoſe words plain and obſcure 
mean. I am perſwaded that neither of theſe 
Wrizers can flatrec himſelf fo far, as tro ima» 
gine rhar his printed ho. has gain'd 
one Proſelyte, or confirm'd one wavering 
Trivitarian; I can afſure them, they have 
pÞoth ſcandaliz'd and- loſt ſeveral thorow 
Tripitarians 3 and I haye Reaſon ro- think, 


thar che Unirarian late Trafts, would nor 
have been half ſo much enquitr'd after, if 
the Trinitarian Writers, by their abſurd 
and contradigious Explications, had nor 
ſhock'd and unſercled the Minds of many 
honeſt Chriſtians, who were bred up to the 
Article, and our of Reverence to Authority, 
took ir upon cruſt, withour any manner of 
examination, 

P. 19. The Dean profeſſes, that, as far as 
he can underſtand, no other Union will ſa- 
risfy che Enquirer, but- ſuch an Union of 
Three Spiricnal Beings, and Individual Na- 
rures, as by cheir Compoſition conſtirute the 
Godhead, as the Compoſition of Soul and 
Body does the Man. Mr, H. reſents this as a 
wilful Injury, and ſays, the Dean has a croſs 
Underſtanding, (which may be true, but not 
for what Mr. #—w complains of) for he 
aflures his Reader, that he has peremptori- 
ly denied all Compoſicion in the Godhead 3 
and ic is true, he has, in terminus, deny'd Com- 
poſition in the Godhead : Bur then again 
It is as true,. he has in plain Synonimous 
words affirm'd the very thing, Both Mr: 
2 SI be 
in » which Compoſition doth 
properly and naturally ſignify : but accord- 


ing to what ir does , unnatural- 
bh and-theologically Fg have both 
Godhead ; fo 


is an Heretic, but in a proper and natural 
true way of ſpeaking, 

Bur now id an odd Scene : While 
the Dean objets thoſe very Opinions as Er- 
rors to Mr. H—, which the Dean has after 
his own way himſelf profeſs'd : Mr. H— 
ſummons all his Art, ro deny the- Charge 
which he is not willing to deny, and-to de- 
fend the DoRrine which he is not willing to 
own: Of which I will give Inſtance, n 
FE have firſt fer the Matrer even between 
them, concerning Simplicity and Compoſition. 


Mr. H— bas diſputed earneſtly againſt che 
Univerſal, Abſolure, Omnimodous Simpli- 
cicy of che Divine Nature, Againſt it alſo 


has the Dean ſtrenuouſly reaſon'd, and it's 
manifeſt 
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manifeſt chat Fhree Setf-conſciouſly diſtin, 
Murual-ccnſciouſly uniced Minds, are as far 
from Omnimodous Simplicity, have as much 
of Compoſition, as Three diſtio& Natures 
eternally, vically uniced. The plain Truch, 
which with abundarce of Theological Stuff, 
theſe Learned Barrerers diſpute, 15 rhis 
God's Simpliciry, 15 his Sirgularicy, his U- 
nity of Eflence, or Nature. If there be 
more Eſſences than One in the Godhcad, 
then the Godhead 1s nor Simple but Com- 
pound : Bur if God is but One Eſſence, or 
Nature, then he is ſunmse Simplex z which [ 
would Engliſh, cruly Simple, or Single, 
or One : but that one Thing, or Perſon, 
ſhould be more Simple, Single, One, than 
anorher ; that is a by-whim of Mr. H—w's 
a good Mancling for a ridiculous 'Scurcheon. 
Ic does not contradict the Simpliciry, Sin- 
gularicy, Unity of any Being, that it has 

veral Excellences, and divers Powers of 
_ Mr. H—w's talk of Simplicity, 
which excludes Modes, is pure Banter and 
Amuſement : The Simplicity, and Singula- 
rity of his own Perſcn is ſtill che ſame, not- 
withſtanding che different Figures which he 
makes, when he 1s preaching a plain, ho- 


© neſt, uſeful Sermon, at Pinners Hall; and 


when he is penning and publiſhing calm 
Diſcourſes, and vindictive Vindication Let- 
ters, The Dean objets, that Mr. H—# 
will not endure Wiſdom, Power, and Good- 
neſs, to be the fame thing in God, Mr. 
H—w thinks himſelf civil, for not giving 
him the Lie : He makes bold to tell him, ir 
1s not fairly ſaid ; andere it is that he uſes 
hisArr in ivg and admitting the Charge; 
ſo that 'ris 1 for the Reader to find 
our his Senſe of the Matter. As att Argu- 
ment, that it was not fairly faid by the 
Dean, he declares, that he only intimated, 
we are not 1 in Scripture, to con- 
ceive Power, Wiſdom, Goodneſs im the Ab- 
firac, to be the ſame thing; and that our 
Difficulty is great to apprehend chem un- 
diſti Now I nore, that if ic be 
difficule ro apprehend chem aq oy 
ble, then he ſeems to judg them really un» 


diſtinguiſhable, tho *cis difficulc ro appre-- 
hend them ſo. Bur the Dean knowing Mr. 
H—w able to ſee through a Difficulty, ought 
not to have charg'd him, with holding them 
to be divers Things z bur then preſently af- 
rer, this forgerful Man, ſays, *cis a grear 
Weakneſs of underſtanding ro define them 
alike, If they carn-t be defin'd alike; then 
they are really diſtinguiſhable 3 and if he 
thinks them truly defin'd, when they are 
defin'd differently, tl;en he cannot poſſibly 
apprehend chem undiſtinguiſhablc ; and then. 
the Dean has dealc fairly, and the croſs un- 
derſtanding is Mr. H—w's. 

The Dean urges that Mr. H-— by his di- 
ſtintion of Power, Wiſdom, and Good- 
neſs prepar'd his way to make a natural Tri- 
nicy in Unicy of chem :. In eruch, any Man 
might have gueſs'd (o as well as th? Dean 
Bur the Enquirer tells us, his Diſcourſe 
was never intended to terminate in ſuch a 
Trinicy, tho it ſeems plauſible, or not ab- 
ſurd. Irisa great Fall from poſſible ro not 
abſard; and then, that ir ouly ſeems nor 
abſurd, is another great Fall, Why did 
Mr. H—— concern himſelf with ſuch an 
Hypotheſis, an Hypotheſis of ſo ill a Nature ? 
Why, he did it.to diſcntangle Mens Minds 
from an apprehended neceſlicy of conceiving 
the Three Attributes ro be One and the ſame 
Thing. A Propoſition that only ſcems, on- 
ly not abſurd, is no very fine Argument to 
diſencangle Mens Minds from Error: bur, to 
ler that paſs; who are they that apprehend 
a Necefliry of conceiving the Three Attri- 
bures to be One and the ſame Thing ? Net 
the Unirariars, he knows ir, none that ever 
wrote 3 for he challenges the Dean to name 
that Writer, that does nor diſtinguiſh chem, 
at leaſt ratione ratiocinat4,zn cortradiſtintion 
to ratiocinante : ler him no more than pre- 
face his Diſcourſe with rhis natural Trinity 
in Unity, unleſs he deſigns ro diſentangle the 
Dean's Mind with it; and if fo, let him 
make his beſt on'r. Upon his Succeſs, I 
will promiſe him Egregian laudem, mag- 
num & memorabile uomen; He cannot ger 
much more by frecipg the DoArine of 


the. 


5 


oy hve from the Difficulcies in which 
ir 


P. 26. Mr. H—w teaches that the Son is 
_ wp rennd mn Se 
nation, iric from r ; 
and thar the The moſt celebrated Artri- 
bures, h 1 know not why Truth and 
Juſtice not be celebrated as much as 
they] are neceſſary Emanartions, cot-natu- 
ral ro their Original. 

CIDER ned od 1 the _ 
tural, improper, theological Meaning 0 
Words agar what it 15, none bur the Sors 
of Art know, and "tis againſt rheir Rule ro 
make jr common. Bur from the na- 
cural Meaning of the Words, the Wit of 
Man cannor make our an intelligible agree» 
able Propoſition, If Mr. H. thinks orher- 
wiſe, let him try, and define what Promana- 
tiox is, what Emanation, what Proceſſion, &c. 
if he has any Idea in his Mind of what 
thoſe Words ſignify, he may define them : 
if he has no ſuch fdea, then ler him confeſs 
himſelf bcholding ro the Dean, who teaches 
a puzzled Trinirarian, to reſt his Terms up- 
on a Theological Borrom, But merhinks the 


People are very hardly us'd, when they are - 


uir'd to beheve Myſteries, which will en- 
dure no Explanation, bur in Words that are 
ro be raken 1n a Senſe which neirher they can 
find our, nor will their Teachers tell chem. 
Buc I recal my clf, 1 chink the People arc 
nor put to ſuch hard Terms of Communion, 
bur Preachers only ; nay, wherher they are 
or no, I am not poſively certain, for Aſſent 
and Conſent, may be as well interpreted cum 
grano ſais m this Marter, as it 15 generally 
m ſome other; and as for the damnatory 
Clauſe ar che End of one odd Creed, very 
few are of that ftrong Stomach, and LUin- 
chriſtian Temper, as not to be fick and 
alham'd of ir. 


all 1 ſhall nore, is, char che Dean purs a word 
or two out of joint, which is no marrer 
wn ſach a perplexc Diſpure 3 and Nr, #. falls 
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upon that, and thence takes occaſion to 0- 
verlook the Intention and Force of his Ad» 
verlary's Argument, ; 
Mr. H. p. 33. brings in the Dean diſputi 
againſt che Hy 11s of Three diſtin& Ef- 
ſcnces, Natures, Minds, Spirirs, neceſſarily 
and erernally unired in the Divine Being, 
after this manner 3 — God is eternal, and wn- 
made ; but whatever bas Three ſuch Eſences in it, 
muſt bave a Maker. Mr. H, is the leſs con- 
cern'd for this becauſe ir does 
the Dean's Buſineſs as well as his z but con- 
cern'd for the Cauſe more than the Dean, 
and therefore he will rub ic off as well as he 
can; and fo he defies the Dean to prove, 
that there is Irconfiftency berween a 
Thing's having Three diſtin& Efſences naru- 
rally and neceflarily uniced in ir, and irs be- 
eternal and unmiade. To this the Dean 
might anſwer, { whether conſonant to his 
Hypocheſts or no, that troubles not me, nor 
j, when he comes to anſwer, will it 
affet him] Be ir thar the Terms 
natarally and necefſerily wnited are nor incon- 
fiſtent wich thoſe other, eternal and wnnad : 
for Wiſdom, Power and Goodneſs, {1 will add} 
y united im God, and alſo erernal and un- 
made ; but chen Three diftin& Eflences can- 
not be naturally and necefſarily united, and 
yer eternal and unmade ; becauſe che Maker 
of all rhings ts one Eſſence, i ht 
Caſt fences wht Lo eng 
ich is ion 3 and 
thar appears, becauſe the Three diſtin EL- 


lences muſt either be 'd every of theng 
God, em ar or only iv an un- 
adcquare Senſe. Three diſtin& Edfences, 
each of which is God, in an adcquate Senſe, 


are without Conradition, Three Gods ; 
and Three diſtin Efſences, two of which 
are God only in an i Senſe, are in 
a juſt and true Senſe, leſs than God ; and 
what + le than God, camnnor be i 


the Dean faid, have a Maker, and muſt dif- 
fer in Union, from what they were in Diſtin- 
&ion, as the Whole does from a Part, or clſc 
muſt be one and chree, three and one, in 
one and the ſame reſpeR, 

P. 34, and 25. Mr, H. ſtrives not to un- 
derſtand the Dean, which he ought nor to 
do, becauſe che Dean is ſo oft not to be un- 
derſtood, let who will ftrive ro underſtand 
him ; but Mr. H. is to be excus'd, becauſe 
that which he is not willing ro underſtand, 
he is not able ro anſwer. In thorr, all chat 
I ſhall here offer, is, if Mr. H#. determines 
that every of the Three Perſons in his Tr 
niry, are adequately, complearly, fully, per- 
fetly God, then ir is plain, that his Triniry 
1s 2 Triniry not of Perſons only, but of Gods 
end Fogg if ” derermines that no we 

bur all Three rogether are perfe&t 
God, then his Three Perſons and Nacures, 
are no better nor worſe bur the Parts of a 
Compoſition as the Dean calls chem; and 
finice Parrs | as all chings muſt be called, 
whereof no one is God] will never 
make an infinite Compofition : which Truth, 


came not into my 


Athazafian Creed, [fo 1 muſt call ir, for 
has Sins cnough of his own to account 


Athan. 
for. ] 
Mr, 
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nor to be by Man, to believe any 


thing whereof we have nor a naturel Notion. 
But Mr. H. pleads, that his Norion is moſt 
favour'd by Divine Revelation: And is that 
all? with what Conſcience then can he af- 
firm the Arricle to be Fundamental, and ne- 
ceſſary to be believ'd, when the moſt char 
he can ſay for ir is, That his Notion thereof 
is moſt favour'd by Divine Revelation ? Nay, 
and ar the ſame time, ocher Expolitors are 
as ready ro pretend, that the Scriprure fa- 
vours their jon more than Mr. X's, 
Ler me be allow'd one ſhort Digreflion ; 
—-[ dare venture my Life on't, chat che Unt- 
tarians ſhall i y come inco the Ac- 
knowledgment of che DoQrine of Three 
Perſons in One God, it bur a Majority of 
Church-men and Diflenters ſhall agree upon 
the Signification of the Terms, and publiſh 
thar one Senſe of the Article, which they 
(the Majority) dare profeſs ro believe : bur 
Ha Majority of them are noe like ro come ro 
ſuch an Agreement, and ps nor the 
Tithe of them are, then ler them cirher 

iſt ind the Unicarians in their 
contrary Perf or Honeſtly cell the 
World, thar they hold ir necefſary ro Sal- 
vation to believe Words, the true and cer- 
rain Senſe of which they judg cannot cer- 
rainly be derermin'd. : 

Bur _ —_ that _— Hy- 
potheſss, favour” Scriprure, is no- 
evidene narural Notion : Whar fays che 

z if ree Spiritual Be! 
yt ek Narures in the Godhead, no One 
of them can be abſolurely and jnft- 
nite; becauſe they are nor the ſame, and no- 
One of them is the whole, Here now is an 


while ro know what that Senſe was, viz, 
That be will net move, nor middle with any 
Controverfy about the Infinity of the Three ſupyos 


= . led 
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ſed Subſtances, or Spirits in the Godbead ; i. ec, 
he ſpoke his Senſe of ir, by declaring he 
would ſay norhing abour it 3 he ſpoke his 
Senſe, by his Silence. 3dly, To Dean, 
he now begins to ſpeak his Senſe, by ſaying 
ſomerhing ; what that is ſhall be confider'd. 
The-firſt thing he offers is, from his old 
Topic of hog his Adverſary with as 
gem Difficulrics as himſclf is entangled 
y him; — He can give any Manas much 
Trouble about the Infinity of quannracive 
Extenriov, as the Dean can give him abour 
the Infinity of Three diſtin& Beings, which 
are bur one Infinite Being, Well! for once 
ſuppoſe ic : but then I ask, why, why ſhould 
any Man be requir'd to believe that, which 
(ro uſe his Phraſe) gives him ſo mach 
Trouble; and afrer all his Trouble, he can- 
nor make to appear indiſputably poſſible ? 
2. The Infinity of quantitative Extention 
1s an unjuſtifiable Phraſe ; for as Cxdworth 
will tell him, p. 643, 644. Body or Matter 
is indefinite ; you cannot conceive it ſo great, 
but you may conceive it greater z bur *ris 
nor poſitively and aRually infinite, as God 
1s, his Power, &«, is ſo great, that it can- 


not be conceived greater. 3: Though we . 
fully 


have not an adequate and commenſu- 
rate Knowledg of che Nature of Matter, yer 
we are certain that contraditory Afficrma- 
rions concerning it, cannot be both true 3 
and ſo we are alſo certain, that contradicto- 
ry Afficmations concerning the Nature of 
the Godhead, cannot be borh erue. 4. Mr. 
H's Hypotheſis does ſuppoſe contradictory 
Affirmartions ; for it ſuppoſcs Three perteRt 
Beings, cach of which is God; and that 
theſe Three perfett Beings are bur One per- 
fe&t Being, and bur One God ; and 'gainſt 
this the Dean argues well. 

The ſecond thing he offers is, that he 
thinks ir demonſtrable char One Infinite can 
never be from another by voluntary Pro» 
duRion; by neceſlary Emanation he ſup- 

ſes ic may. I nore3 If one Infinite can 
b ſrom another, (by what Way ſoever ) 
then chere may be more Infinites than One 3 
and furcher, ucceilary Emaration is a Theo» 


logical Phraſe, by which, nor Mr. #. nor 
any Trivicarian elſe, can cell us what is to be 


I will nor ſay that neceflary Emanation is 
Gipy Cant, as the Dean pronounces of ſome 
Words of Do&or $—th, not underſtanding 
his own groſs Raillery ; for Gipſy Cane is 
intelligible Scuff under uncouth Terms, 
which is more than the Dean meant to allow 
to Dr, S—th's words; bur I think I may 
truly call neceſſary Emanation perfe& Bancer 3 
for "tis an Amuſing Phraſe, chat will nor 
endure to be explain'd, and will only ſerve 
to (acisfy an implicit Believer, who can be 
contented char ſomething is faid for the 
Article wichour conſidering wherher ir be 
intelligible, or only empty words, Noiſe 
and no more. 

Neceſſary Emanation, though a Chriſtian 
Theological Phraſe, is really very Heatheniſh 
Scuff, What Emanation ordinarily ſignifies, 
that we know ; bur relating to the Godhead, 
it ſcems ir muſt ſignify ſomething elſe; fo 
the Blood that flows from one of Homer's 
wounded Deities is not & 14a, but iy : 
they on = _ but their Food 15 not 

eſh and Fiſh, bur Anbrofiz; they 
wo ro00, bur not. Burgundy, but Neffar. 
There is a Difference alſo *twixt their Gate 
and ours; for Statius rells us, they ferch 
greater Steps than we, or as Heliodorus 
FAthiop, 1. 3. they ferch no Steps art all, bur 
ſweep along : Aneas knew his Mother. from 
a common Morral Gipſy by that Token, 

I am willing to allow the Enquirer, the 
Character of a Calm and Modeſt Man, not- 
wichſtanding that he, now and then, lers his 
Adverſary know, he is no Sroic, He ap- 
pears very deſirous to be thought Modeſt ; 
Nay, even when he is defending his Hypo- 
thetis wich the beſt Arguments his Wir can 
deviſe, he has ſomerhing of the Pyrrhonian 
Scepric in him. He will oor confidently de- 
termine, nor poſitively ſay, things are fo 
and fo, as he has ſer them : but Zeal to a 
Cauſe will, one time or other, ſhow its go- 
verning Power ; witneſs p. 29. where he ad- 
ventures to affirm, chat we are plainly == 

y 


, 
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by the Divine Oracles of a Sacred Three, 
that are cach of them God. Whereas the 
Holy Ghoſt is no where called God, the Son 

in 2 few places ; and in thoſe few, the 

pe of the Writer ſuggeſts ro us the Reg- 
ſoy cf char Appellacion, viz, the Diguity 
and Power beſtowed on him by the Father, 
For which reaſon alſo Moſes, Solomon, and 
others are dignified with che ſame honou- 
rable Appcllation. 

Plainly rold of Three, that are cach of 
them God] &s dgzanier agg yi igr! How 
hard a thing is ic, whena Man is 'd, 

ew Valeo to ſerve a , to 
make a Conſcience of what he affirms? We 
are indeed, as he truly notes, plaioly told 
of Three, and ſome things are ſpoken of 


to affirm, that che Scripture plainly cells us 
of Three diſtin& Perſans, each of which is 
God; for had that been truce, this Contro- 
LOI Ejaden cxfler morn Than 
15,45 Les, to count 
than ro determine of Infiniteveſs ; 
then how bold is he, roderermine of che One 
as he docs, and how unlucky is he in count- 
ing the ocher ? for he derermiges that cach 
CES 
om pernaps 
; and ke 00s God the Fa- 


5 


þ 47: Mr, H— write thus : Pathey, $0, 
Holy Spivis, bring ſuppes'd _ tai- 
Bat ju this united State, they cannot but be God. 


—— = then ſure- 
— will nor hardy as to 

ina Brgy oh tree 4 
holds, witne6 the good Man's next words : 
When you predigats Godbead, or the Name of God, 


of avy One of them, you expreſs an inadequate 
Gang God, " And y, what is that, 
a iot 


pen hae been formerly. Bur. 
a Rlakiicr for che Wound which char Im- 
C pucation 


OA ets Ao 


putation gives: He ſaid what he ſaid [ if we 
will believe him} contradiſtinguiſhing the 
Dean ro the Socinians, that ſo 1t might ap- 
pear more ſtrange that the Dean ſhould foiſt 
30 a Socinian Suppofition. Thus the Dean is 
excus'd from being a Socmian, and ro mend 
the Matter, ſer our for a Man of no Conſci- 
ence; who being, in truth, an Anti-Socinian, 
yer argues againſt Mr. H----, by virtue of a 
Socinian Suppoſicion, and that ſoiſted in roo, 
Mr. H#---- will not bare him a jor of beinga 
Foiſter. I ſee the Calm Enquirer is no Angel, 
for he brings againſt che Dean a railing Ac- 
cuſation, which is more than Michael did a- 
gainſt the Devil, a worſe Creature than Dr. 
Sherlock by a great deal. 

Come we now to the Suppoſition -ir ſelf, 
ſaid to be foiſted, If God be a Ptrſon, be can 
be but One. Now this Socinjan Suppoſition, 
or Argument, or-whatever ir be, does nor 
look like a very unreaſonable One; and if 
the Dean ſhould be aſhamed of ir, becauſe 
ir 15 ſaid to be Socinian, he may for the ſame 
Reaſon be aſhamed of the moſt unexceprio- 


* nable things which he ever wrote." But 


where's the Foiſting ? If Mr. H. did norſay 
that God was a Perſon, may not the Dean 
ſuppoſe ic, and argue from ic ? Dares Mr. #. 
deny ic? Indeed he dares, bur with as emp- 
ty; metaphyſical Prerence, as can be ima- 
gin'd. The Name of God ( ſays he ) i the 
Name of the Eſſence, not the diſtinguiſhing Name 
of a Perſon. This is perfe& Theological Ban- 
xcr, empty Words, to which he cannot fix 
an intelligible Meaning : Bur if Perſon fig- 
nify an intelligent Being, as both theſe An- 
tagoniſts admit, then the Efſence, and Per- 
ſon of God, cannot be diſtinguiſh'd, bur 
are of the ſame Import; then the Name of 
Gcd is the Name of that Perſon, or Intelli- 
gent Being, which is God. And if God be 
but one God, then there 1s bur one Perſon, 
or Intelligence Being, which is God. 

Mr. H. purſues: his Reaſoning thus: © If 
« Three JntelligentNarures be uniced in one 
* Deity, cach will be Perſons, { he ſhould 
have ſaid a Perſon] * and each will be God, 
* and all will be one God, I grant it, for, 
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Dato uno abſurdo ſequut2ur mille, Lit me try my 
s4ll : If Three Intelligent Natures may be 
unired in One, then Two may be fo united, 
and then the Dean will be Mr. H, and Mr. 
H. the Dean, each will be a Trinitarian, and 
both will be one Trinitarian : The truth is, 
nor Three, nor Two Intelligent Natures can 
be united into One the ſame Intelligent Na- 
ture* Nor can Mr, #. and the Dean be u- 
nired into the ſame Man; they come in- 
deed cloſe up to one another, and are toge- 
ther by the Ears, but they can never be uni- 
red into One. 

Mr. H. thinks it makes for him, tho I 
know not which way, that he hath, as Di- 
vines commonly do, ſtil'd the Father Fons 
Trinitats, What is the Theological Senſe 
of chart Phraſe, I am not able to ſay ; the 
plain Senſe is, that a Triniry of Gods flow 
from the Father, and Three and One makes 
Four, unleſs ſome other Myſtery forbid. 

To avoid the Dean's rallying his Hypo- 
theſis, Mr. H. refers ro what he has plainly 
faid of the Order of Priority, and Poſteriv- 
rity. Calm Dif. p. 48. 

Bur not a word has he there ſaid, more 

than that his Hypotheſis preſerves the Or- 
der of Priority and Poſtertority, not of 
Time, but of Nature. 
- Priority and Poſteriority, with reſpe& ro 
Time or Dignity, is intelligible ; bur Prio- 
rity of Nature, is a bantering Theological 
Term, incapable of Definition, 

Afﬀrer this Mr. H. ſays ſeveral things, 
pinching enough againſt che Dean, but ro 
ſave himſelf nor a Syllable. 

I am weary of cenſuring his weak De- 
fence, and mean to take notice of bur one 
Error more, but that is a notorious one, 
P. 48. che ſays, That neceſſity of Exiſtence, com« 
mon to the Sacred Three, will prove each of them 
to be God 1, and the ſame belonging to the Three, 
in the Order of Father, Son, and Holy Gboft, i. e. 
in the Order of Nature before-mention'd, 
proves them neceſſarily to be one God, - 

Thar neceſfiry of Exiſtence, proves the 
neceſſarily exiſtenc Being to be God, is moſt 
certain z for that being which docs _—_ 
ry 


rily exiſt, has always exiſted : And that Be- 
ing which has always exiſted, had irs Being 
from no other, From that Being, which has 
irs Being from no other, all ocher Beings 
muſt have their Being, with all the Powers 
and Faculties which relate to it : So that the 
Self-exiſtent Being muſt needs be God, the 
Great Creator. But now, that neceſſary 
Exiſtence can belong ro Three diſtin Be- 
ings, ler ir be in what Order it will, that's 
utrerly impoſſible : for if Three diſtin Be- 
ings exiſt neceſſarily, chen ſuch Three have 
always exiſted : If they have always exiſted, 
they have done ſo, with equal or unequal 
Power. 

Of Three that, exiſt with equal Power, 
no one has Infinice Power. Three, whoſe 
Power is Finite, have what they have from 
another. Bcings that have what they haye 
from another, do nor neceſſarily exiſt. 

Of Three that exiſt with unequal Power, 
the two that have lefs than Infinite Power, 
have, what they have, from another, and 
therefore do. not necefiarily exiſt, Bur if 
neceſſary Exiſtence could belong ro Three, 
would that prove the Three to be bur One ? 
Then Contraries ſhall prove one another, 
and both Parrs of a Contradition be true 
ar the ſame tim@: If neceſſary Exiſtence 
can prove Three diſtin& Beings to be bur 
One, it may as well prove One to be None. 
Bur Mr. H, lays ſome ſtreſs upon Self-Exi- 
ſtence's belonging ro Three in the Order of 
Nature. 

. What is this Order of Nature, that can 
work ſuch a Miracle? Let's conſider. By 


belonging to the Three, in the Order of. 


Nature, he muſt mean belonging to them 
alrogerher, or belonging ro them one afrer 
another, or not belonging to chem art all : 
If he means belonging to chem alcogerher, 
then his Order of Nature, is cloſe Order ; 
and proves the Three are One, becauſe they 
ſhare and ſhare like, in neceſſary Exiſtence : 
it he means belonging ro them one after 
another, then his r of Nature 15 looſe 
Order, and proyes chat the Three are One 
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of choſe Men who dream of Myſteries, 


becauſe they take their Turns in polſeſling 
neceſſary Exiſtence : if he means not be- 
longing to them ar all, then his Order of 
Nature is no Order, | which I gueſs is what 
it will come to ] and proves that the Three 
are One ry Exiſtent, becauſe no One 
of rhem does neceſſarily exiſt, 

Not to take my leave abruptly of theſe 
Trinitarian Antagoniſts, Mr, X. and Dean 
Sherlock, two Learned Men, but who are 
not conrent to know ing God what 
plain Reaſon, and clear Revelation cells 
them ; bur, prying further inco his Nature, 
pretend that they diſcover Three Minds, 
Three Spirirs, the One of which is nor the 
other 3 Three Natures, Three di- 
ſtin& from one anocher : I ſhall offer a Poe- 
rical Story. —— | 

They fay that Pentheus having a Mind to. 
diſcover the ſecret Rites of Bacchus, got u 
into a high Tree which overlook'd the ſhady 
Vale, where the mad Crew were ſacrificing z 
but chey diſcover'd kim, and the angry God . 
ſirook him with MadneG : Unhappy Pex- 
theus's _—_ -— of ou _ chat all 
things appear” e to him; he choughr . 
he iow cm dal and rwo Thebes ; fo that, 
as he was making towards the one, - of a 
ſudden the other appear'd ro him, and 
oblig'd him to change his courſe towards 
that : Thus oE deluded Man was he car- 
ried up and down, .to and fro, bur ne'r could 
recover his Town of Thebes, | 

A Learned and Noble Mythologiſt ap+ 
plies chis.inſtruRive Fable, ro the Reproof 
and - 
by their admirable Skill in Philoſophy nicely 
cxponpd them. Vain Philoſophy is the 
rall Tree which they climb to pry into the 
Divine Nature 3 ſober Men note their Folly 
and deſpiſe them, and God gives them up -- 
ro the Delufions of their vain Minds, while 
chey diſtinguiſh berween che Light of Na- - 
rure and Divine Light, and oppoſe them one 
againſt che other : Theſe are the rwo Sus, _ 
and che two Thebes, which draw them 
now one way, now another, and make chem 
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